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(Concluded from page 107.) 


THE BurtaAL-Grounp. 
Enter with me, gentle reader, the hallowed spot where peace reigns, 


where the dead have found that repose which was denied them whilst — 
Many are the Jewish martyrs who lay here | 


amongst the living. 
entombed as ever-living witnesses of the faith for which they suffered 
persecution, torture, and death. No subterranean vaults received their 


their graves. 
adorned language, of the great genius which has outlived the vessel of 
clay, of holy thoughts devoted solely to God, of sufferings endured with 

holy resignation for the sake of religion, of life sacrificed in obedience 


to the law of God; and where no such token ‘perpetuates the name of 
the departed, the veneration of the living has engraven their names on 


dead shall live,” and ‘the living take it to heart.” 

We have scarcely set our foot on the ground where the “ holy seed 
is sown, to be reaped on the great day of harvest,’ when we alight on 
the grave where the renowned Mayer bar Baruch, from Rothenburgh 


profound learning, than by his great humility, simplicity, and singleness 
of heart. 
knowledge, and the books which he himself—or his pupils—wrote, justly 
- entitle him to the veneration in which his memory is held in all Israel. 
He died on the 19th day of Iyar, 5053 a.m., within the prison walls, 
where Count Girz had kept him a prisoner from the 4th of Tamuth, 
5046 a.m. His offence was the esteem in which he was held by his 
co-religionists, on which the avaricious nobleman reckoned as the means. 


prisoner. He would have succeeded but for the holy resignation of the 
pious man, who would not allow his brethren in faith to make such 
| heavy sacrifices to buy his freedom. For fourteen years he remained 
— unburied; till, in the year 5067, one Alexander Honig, at great peril, 
| brought his remains to Worms, where they found their last resting- 
place by the side of his ancestors. As a reward for his heroic deed, 
Honig desired to be buried at the side of the great man, which was 
granted him, 
Opposite this grave there is ahobher, with a tomb-stone, hearing the 
simple inscription Vn) j3 O’nd. His history and his life are un- 


known. That he must have beena great man is proved by the eulogistic 


epitaph on the stone. 


A little further on we see the grave of Rabbi Elieser bar Yehuda 


life is the uninterrupted index of virtue, nobility of mind, and resigna- 
tion to the will of God. 
carried death into his peaceable habitation—when he saw the wife of 


their blood, slain by the hands of heartless miscreants—he alone of all 
the inmates, who were horror-struck at the scene, exclaimed, with 
almost super-human resignation, nos 7 793 “Be thou blessed, 
true Judge!” The sorrow of his heart he poured forth in a sublime 


elegy. 
The next which attracts our attention is that of Rabbi Jacob Molin 


west, but from north to south: he himself ordered it so. For more than 


out their heavily-laden hearts at the grave of this holy man. At his 
right sleep the many Rabbies who, in modern times, presided over the 
_ spiritual affairs of the congregation. Rabbi Hirsch Spitz, the author of 
the work died 15th Elul, 5473. Rabbi Mendle Rothschild 
(12308 chief ecclesiastic, first at Bamberg, Baireuth, Fried- 
berg, and then at Worms: he wrote many learned dissertations, dis- 
persed throughout the various works of Jewish divines; died 13th 
Chesvan, 5492. Rabbi Moses Brody: his notes to the book of his 
fathers DMIIN SUN are highly prized; died 26th Kislev, 5502. R. 
Hirsch Auerbach and R. Isaac Adler have left behind them many 
valuable manuscripts. To the left of the ?Y77% we see the grave of the 


great and renowned Cabbalist, R. Elihu Baal Shem ov Sys ym my. 
author of the work ‘5\’ boon , OT 13, and of a commentary on the 
book Sohar: history has preserved many acts and legends of this divine; 

died in the year 5396, I. Simson Bacharach, author of ‘30m Din, and 
his son, Yoir Chayim Bacharach, author of 1X’ nin. The former was 
first Chief Rabbi of Prague and Bohemia before he came to Worms; 
died 5450, The latter occupied the Rabbinical chair in Mayence and 


remains, no sarcophagi enshrine their ashes, no mausoleums rise above | 
A simple grave-stone tells to posterity, in plain and un- | 


the memory, to hand it down from generation to generation, “ that the 


(3733019 DID), is buried. He was distinguished no less by his | 


His many pupils, who drank from the source of his great 


of exacting a heavy ransom from the Jews for the liberation of his 


His active life is evidenced by the works he published, which | 
“aie the stamp of a profound and searching spirit; the history of his | 


When the treacherous steel of foul murderers 


his bosom, and his daughters, the darlings of his heart, weltering in | 


27/1). - His grave is not placed in the usual direction, from east to 


413 years many an afflicted father and sorrowing mother have poured | 


No, 402. 
| Coblentz before he came to Worms ; died 5462. Besides the graves of 
R. Yizchack Halevi, Rabbenu Kalonimus the Roman, Rabbenv Mayer 


bar Yizchack, Rabbenu Yizchack bar Samuel, Rabbenu Menachem bar 
Jacob, etc., the ashes of many a great man in Israel rest in the conse- 
| crated earth of the burial-ground of Worms. 


EXTREME MISERY IN JERUSALEM. 


“ If I forget thee, O Jerusalem, may my right hand forget its cunning.” 
Psalm cxxxvii. 5. 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 
Sir,—Whatever may be the temporary moral storm which has agitated 
| our community for some time past, yet neither the orthodox nor the 


reformers have ever forgotten the claims of the poor; but out of the 
abundance which God has bestowed upon them they have, under all 


_ charities to meet the various exigencies of suffering humanity ;' and the 
| statistics would astonish even ourselves, if the various amounts were 
given in figures. 

That the Israelites are charitable may result from the very spirit of 
Holy Writ, in which this virtue is everywhere inculcated ; and it is 
| probably rendered to them as a second nature by the sufferings they 


are men and brethren of the great human family. 
Whether these have been the predisposing causes of this practical 
charity, so patent among us, I will not decide, but request the attention 


among our brethren in faith—in that holy city, and in other towns of 
Palestine. The suggestion which will now be submitted, and for which 


stated :— 


and of their respective countries ; and then a circular should be sent to 
the different congregations, on which they would have a local claim by 
their birth-right, to furnish their proportionate quota for their relief. 
But with the understanding, that other voluntary exiles to the Holy 


provisions. 

Two advantages would result. Firstly, that the poor already in Jeru- 
salem would not continue in such an abject state as to cast an odium on 
_ our religion—that, whatever may be our charitable tendencies, we suffer 


regarded with feelings of veneration by historians of all creeds. And, 
| secondly, it would deter many from recklessly leaving their country, and 
_ giving up their habits of industry, on the speculation of being maintained 
in idleness, so destructive to the moral status of the ‘Tecipients, and so 
injurious to our common faith. | 

If such an arrangement could be made with continental congrega- 
tions, there is not a doubt but that the English Jews would contribute 
more than their proportion. And if from this and other circumstances 
there should ultimately be a surplus fund, then, without any extra 


establishing schools for secular and religious knowledge; and thus, by 
improving the minds of the rising generation of the holy city, they 
would cease of their own account to eat the bread of paupers.? — 
I am, Sir, yours respectfully, ere 
14, Dee. 18th, 1853. I. L. Levison. 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


| Sir,—TI have to call your attention to an error, or rather an omission, 
| in my letter to Sir Moses Montefiore, as published in your last number. 


of the question,” should run thus: ‘‘ And, on the case stated, I entirely 
agree with the decision of the learned counsel ; their opinion being what 
every man’s common sense would tell him, without the aid of the law. 
- But with due respect, I would submit, that the whole case was not laid 
before the learned counsel ;’ and even in their decision, etc. 

I also observe, that the document inserted as the Cherem does not 
agree with the copy we have here; but not being able at the present 


1 Some years since, Mr. Henry Faudel printed a most excellent and lucid 
pamphlet on the necessity of concentrating the numerous charities, so as to save 
a vast expense for collectors, etc., and which it would be wise to adopt. 

2 With every respect for our esteemed correspondent, we would ask, wil! educa- 
tion alone provide the poor at Jerusalem with the means of existence? Had the 
_ “ Association for Promoting Jewish Settlements in Palestine” —viz., for 
_ purposes—been supported as it deserved, labour would have been provided, and 

| there would have been no need for an appeal like the ‘present.—-Eeqrem, 


circumstances, freely and generously relieved the needy and unfortunate... 
That such is the case in this country is manifest by the numerous — 


| have, as a people, endured in all countries until comparatively a few 
years since, when the principle has been tardily recognised that they 


of your readers to the fact, that in Jerusalem there is great misery 
I am indebted to a pious Israelite of this town, may be thus briefly : 


“A census should be taken in J wcensletin of the number of the poor, 


Land should not be pegerend as having any claim from these settled 


_ want and misery to stalk like giant spectres in the very place which was 
the glory of our race in the days of our nationality, and which is still 


demand on the different congregations, this fund might be applied in 


The part commencing, ‘* I now come to the consideration of the legal part- 
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| Your most obedient servant,. 
Chatham, 22nd Dec., 1853. LAzARus 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 

‘Mr. Editor,—I find myself called upon to reply to some observations 
addressed to me by your. 
number of the 16th instant. 
cluding observation, ‘en passant,” that I had misquoted his paragraph, 


_ stating that the observance of second da J ,and.not in | 
Board of Deputies on the 8th inst., laid great stress on the 17th chapter 

say, “‘ The adoption of the second day’s festival is consistent, as being © 
‘in conformity with the commandment dictated by our first lawgiver.” | 
I was certain there must be some error in copying; I thought I could © 
I find, by reference to my | 


conformity with the law of our legislator; instead of which I make him 


mot possibly have written such nonsense. 
copy-book, that I wrote, ‘“‘ You allow that the principal disagreement 


consists in the non-adoption by the reformers of the duplicate or second | 


days of holidays; which [the non-adoptance], on the one hand, you 
allow is consistent, as being in conformity with the commandment dic- 
tated by our first legislator. 


Now, though this change certainly impairs the meaning of the passage, 
it is the modification or non-observance which I pointed out as being 
consistent with the law, and not the second days. The word non-ob- 
servance being restored, renders the passage intelligible, and expressive 
of what I meant. From the tenor of my letter, your correspondent 


must have perceived that there was an error in the sentence; for the 
word modification bas not any meaning in connection with the sentence. 


_ [must blame myself for having been too indolent to read over the letter 


after you had had it printed; however, your correspondent is welcome | 


to this little bit of triumph, if such he thinks it. But,“ en passant,” 


he has repeated his testimony that the observance of the second day is 
inconsistent, and not in conformity with the law of our legislator. This | 
is as much as the reformers can reasonably require on the subject, and | 


it was to establish this point that [ troubled you with my letter. 


I do not think your correspondent has improved his position by sup- — 


posing KR. Hillel’s caleulation to have been made only to Tishri, the 
seventh month after the creation, which he says in his letter took place 
in the month Nisan (I do not find the remark). It certainly seems very 
astonishing that A. Hillel, in seeking the commencement of the era 
A.M., should not carry the computation to the creation, but stop at the 


‘short distance of six months ; and it is very astonishing that he should © 
eall Tishri, which occurred six months after the creation, WN. 


The promotion of Nisan to be the first month of the year could not 
be kuown or acted on in the seventh month after the creation. This 
is merely an arbitrary selection, and is not a matter of the least conse- 


quence, being solely for the gratification of curiosity, the era forming | 
! Now, the argu- | 
ments in your correspondent’s first letter have not been strengthened by — 
anything he has said in his second. One of the reasons for postponing — 
the beginning of a month being, in case “ roads were muddy !”’ in fact, 
all the alterations in the Mosaic law which the Rabbins made, were to | 
suit the convenience of men. He says, he did not write to advocate the | 


the basis of the calealation being entirely conjectural. 


duplicate holidays, but to point out that the reformers totally destroy 
the provisions made fer establishing those duplicate days, and therefore 
have no right to make use of our calendar ; but in adopting the calendar 
to fix the first day of a month, they are not obliged to reckon two fif- 
teenth days, and they do not. - In fact, his objection to the reformers is 
not that they have rejected a part of the practices of the. mother-syna- 
gogue, but that they have not rejected more. | i 


He says, that from time immemorial the calendar has been made to_ 
suit. the convenience of men; and that when the new moon might not | 
be seen on the day of the conjunction, the first of the month might | 


necessarily be postponed until the following day. But such an unavoid- 


able occurrence does not justify a further postponement to suit the con- | 


venience of man; nor dees he show that such a second postponement 
actually took place previous to the ordinances of R. Hillel; and he 


allows that now, when the day of the conjuction is ascertained, there | 


cannot be any reasonable doubt which day ought to be reckoned the 
first day of the mouth, subject to the fact of the conjunction taking 

place after noon, when it was to be reckoned from the following day ; 
but he has not justified any further postponement for the convenience of 
men. I should not have dwelt so long on this subject had it not been 
so prominent in his letters, for it has, in fact, no bearing on the ques- 
tion of second days, which he allows are inconsistent, and contrary to 
the law of Moses. 

Begging your excuse for encroaching again on your valuable time, 
and the space of your admired periodical, | 
~T remain, Mr. Editor, yours respectfully, 
Hackney, 21st Dec., 1853. | 1. 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 

Sir,— May I request a little space in your valuable paper for a few 
words on the great question which now occupies. the mind of every 
reflectiity member of our community. Although, Sir, sincerely attached 
to the religion of our forefathers, and deeply regretting the necessity of 
any innovation being made upon that which our sages have taught us, 
yet, when it isevident that a vast majority of our brethren require some 
immediate measure of reform, I consider it the duty of our leaders to 
look to it ere it be too late; especially when they have the melancholy 
fact before their eyes, that from a similar hesitation to grant reform, on 
the continent, so many of our brethren, in their impatience for it, have 


t in “your interesting 
In the first place, I must remark, his con- | 


to dbe »without:the: 
| 


On referring to my printed letter, [ find 
the word modification has been substituted for the term non-observance. 


are entirely lostto us. 

Our present respected Chief Rabbi given ample proof ‘that»he 
considers the Cherem falminated by his predecessor against the members 

vof the seceding synagogue to be in full force. Now and undoubtedly, 
thousands.of our co-religionists, are anxious to learn by what.authority 


those Rabbinical laws which, in their opinion, are neither in connection 
nor in conformity with the former ? | ss 
The mover of the amendment.which was. carried at.the. meeting of the 


of Deuteronomy, in defence of the excommunication of the Margaret- 
street congregation, for: having,” as he said, “altered the prayer-book 
in its fundamental parts, and laid hands on the festivals, sacred in the 
| Holy Land, even at the time our temple was standing in the capital. 
| For if the additions to our festivals had been. considered unnecessary, 
| the. prophets who were then living would surely have opposed them.” 


we read there, from verses 8 to 12, “If there arise a matter too hard 
for thee in judgment, . . . thou shalt get up into the place which God 
shall choose, ... and inquire of him who stands to minister.” It 
speaks of a certain place, and of a minister who, by means of the Urim 
and Thummim, would be enabled to solve the difficulty. Therefore it 
is questioned, first, can any other place, or any other authority, be equal 
to them? Secondly, is there any ambiguity in the laws of Moses, to 
create a doubt as to the number of days we are to celebrate as festivals, 
especially when it is admitted by all that the calculation of the time of 
the lunar appearance—according to which our festivals are regulated— 
is so certain and exact, that no doubt whatever remains respecting it? 
Thirdiy, when the hon. Deputy, in his attempt to convince us that it is 
our duty to continue adding one day to each of the festivals ordained, 
adduced as a proof “that the prophets who then lived did not oppose 
that addition,” which he assures us was practised in the Holy Land, 
even at the time our temple was standing in the capital —why has he 
forgotten to name even one of the prophets referred to? His assertions 
cannot but surprise all those who understood that the practice of doubling 
| the festivals was not introduced until some time after the destruction of 


| the second temple, and above four centuries after the last prophet, and. : 


| then only among the dispersed out of the Hoty Land; hence the Pyutim 

by Rabbi Eliezer Akiba, who lived after the destruction of the second 
temple were composed for the first days of thé festivals only, for even 
he knew nothing of a second day. Fourthly, how possibly can the 
using of a prayer-book like that of the excommunicated synagogue, so 


brought before the judges of the land (as it surely will be, if the opposi- 


whether they who deny the infallibility of the Rabbins, but are never- 
theless, in other respects, practising the Jewish faith (even more strictly 
than many professing orthodox Judaism), are considered Jews or not ¢ 
Can it for one moment be supposed that any judge will coincide with a 
reply in the negative, well known, as it is, that the whole nation, in- 


| cluding its judges, kings, and prophets, from the time of Moses to its 


| dispersion, never dreamt of the necessity of additional festival days, or 
of a certain form of prayer ? | 
| I am, Sir, yours respectfully, 
Brompton Hall, Dec. 25th, 1853. ee J. JOEL. 


a To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 
_ Sir,—I am really sorry that my few remarks should have excited the 


them with calmness, and in a spirit of love, he would not have found in 
them “a sugar-coated pill, whose result is as bitter as gall, and sharper 
than a two-edged sword;’’ and he would not have wasted words in 
vain; for— | 


see the good which he is to do, nor the evil in order to remove it.” 
Had he written his reply in a calmer spirit, he would have. saved you 
the trouble of expunging some harsh and personal expressions; and 1 
regret to see that “ Divero” puts himself forward to judge of things on 
which (according to his own assertion) he is not competent to decide. 

| | ‘Yours, etc., 


Manchester, 1853. PHILO. 


WESTERN SYNAGOGUE, ST. ALBAN’S-PLACE.—We are requested to 
state, that the Rev. M. B. Levy,.minister of the above synagogue, will 


service. 


Jensey'Hesrew Concrecation.—The following gentlemen have 
_been.unanimously elected as officers for the ensuing year:—Mr. B. Levy, 


any Rabbi can pronounce those who are faithful to the laws of Moses — 
pale-of Judaism, because ‘they are not equally:so‘to 


Although the meaning of this part of Scripture cannot be mistaken, 


thoroughly consonant with Judaism, bé .accounted sinful, as the caution: 

of the late Chief Rabbi declares it to be , whilst stating, at the same_ 
| time, that the form of the prayer-book in the hands of the Israelites in 
general has been adhered to by them for more than 2,000 years, and is | 
therefore of an immutable character; when it is well known that its — 
ritual has frequently undergone both alterations and additions, and there — 
is still a material difference in the forms of service in common use among © 
the German and Portuguese Jews? Lastly, should this. controversy be 


tion to the said synagogue be persisted in), and the simple question be put, 


feelings of your talented correspondent “ Divero ;” but had he read 


| ¢ Anger covers the understanding with rust, so that man can neither 


{ deliver a discourse to-morrow (Sabbath) morning, before the additional 


president; Mr.S. Jewell, treasurer; Mr. Ephraim Lawton, honorary 
|| secretary. 


$i 
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moment to verify it, I will defer its correction (if it be incorrect) till || overstepped all bounds, and no longer being even recognisable as Jews, 
some future opportunity. | 
i] 
| 
Be 
Lt 
| 
| 
| 
— 
| 
| 
| 


